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Io the Second Edition as ; | - : 1 
The Validity of Baptiſm, &c. 


Noſooner heard that my Lay-Anſwerer was making 
a ſecond Reply, but I ſent Orders to 
ee 


put a ſtop to the Preſs till I had ſeen what he had 
further to offer, that J might give it ſome Conſidera- 


tion in this ſecond Edition, without troubling the 


World with a diſtin Book. Thad great Expectations 
of ſomething extraordinary from this Performance, be- 
cauſe it was talk'd all about the Town, that the Au- 
thor brought it with him ready cut and dry'd from Cams 
bridge. F concluded there cou d be nothing leſs than 
ſome new Arguments to prove that the Senſe of the 
Church of Exgland was againſt Lay-Baptiſm, and fo 

Re- baptization, which were the main Points I ha 

undertaken ; but, to my great Surprize, I find not the 
leaſt Attempt as to either of theſe, which, in my Opini- 
on, is /ilently giving up the Cauſe in debate, as he has 
expreſly done in p. 9. when he ſays, © Whatever the 
* Opinion of the Church of England be as to Lay- 
« Baptiſm, it no way affects the Merits of the Cauſe.” 
Whereas this is the only Thing in Diſpute; and ſince 
he rejects this, whatever elſe he 475 can be no An- 
ſwer at all to what I have publiſh'd : The Reader will 
wonder ſure to what Purpoſe was his Book then, and 


what can it contain? And ſo indeed well he may; 
by A.2 | but 


LP PENDINX. 
but to put him out of pain, I'll tell him, from the Title 
Page, ſo far as it relates to me, it is, © To ſhew from 
ce Mr. Shaw's own Words, that he hath not provd the 
e Validity of Baptiſm adminiſter'd by diſſenting Mi- 
« niſters. Now if I have ſaid this, and printed it, 
what need for his repeating it? What manner of oc- 
caſion cou'd there be to prove that I have ſaid ſuch 

Wards and Things, if I have before ſaid em over and 
over, as he repreſents me? Are not my Readers ca- 
pable of underſtanding my Words, without a learned 
Cambridge Comment on em ? | 

I am charg'd, p. 6. with ſaying, © Firf?, That it was 
not my Deſign to prove that Lay-Baptiſm was in 
“e itſelf Valid. Very true, I own it; what then? 


why, Secondly, with ſaying, © That Presbyterian-Or- 


« dination was a Point which I did not undertake to 
„handle. Very right again; well, and what then? 
Then ſays our Author, © If this be not confeſſing that 
« he has not proy'd Baptiſm, adminiſter'd by Diſſent- 
© ing Teachers, to be true or valid Baptiſm, I ſhall 
« deſpair of ever knowing what is. Tis confeſ- 
ſed, I have not directly prov'd the Baptiſm of Diſ- 
ſenting Miniſters to be true and valid in itſelf, nor 
did I ever * to it : Thus far we are agreed, and 
what then? why truly 'tis ſaid, © This is openly gi- 
eving the Lie to the Title Page, and firſt Paragraph 
« of my former Book;” and how ſo? Becauſe I en- 
title it, The Validity of Baptiſm adminiſter d by Diſſenting 
Miniſtzrs. I own it's ſo call'd; and the firſt Paragraph 
of the Book is ſo far from contradicting it, that, in 
connection with the ſecond, it fully explains my Mean- 
ing, viz. To prove from the celebrated Writers of the 
Church, that Baptiſm adminiſtred by us (i. e. by Diſſenting 
Miniſters) if valid, i. e. valid in the Judgment of the 
Church of England; I talk not of its being valid in it 
ſelf, but reſtrain it to the Opinion of the Church, and 
endeavour to prove it to be valid, according to its 


great and approv'd Writers, who allow the Validity of 
Baptiſm, perform'd by meer Laymen, and therefore 
Die 38 bd | 
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APPENDIX. 5 
by neceſſary and undeniable Conſequence do allow the 
Val idity of Baptilm adminiſtr'd byDiſſenting Miniſters, 


tho' they'll not allow them to be Miniſters. This is 


all I pretended to prove; and in this Senſe, I doubt not, 


but every impartial Reader will underſtand me : Thus 


our Author himſelf did underſtand me in his Anſwer, 
if youll take his own Words for it, p. 5, 6. I find 


« he propoſes nothing further, than to endeavour to 


«© ſhew, from the celebrated Writers of the Church, 
« both dead and living, that their Adminiſtration of 
« Baptiſm is valid, and this 1s all he endeavours to 
« do.” And again, The fair way of proving any 
ce thing of this Nature, is by Scripture, &c. or by 
ce Arguments drawn from the Reaſon of the Thing, 
© none of which he has offer d to do.” How comes 
it to paſs now that our Author ſhou'd quarrel with 
my Meaning in his Vindication, which he ſo well un- 
derſtood in his Anſwer ? Is he more Critical, or leſs 
Candid than he was before? I'm ſure he has much 
more Reaſon to underſtand me now, than then, ha- 
ving made it plain to every one that can read Engliſh, 
what my Meaning is: For to prevent any Cavels, I 
took care in my ſecond Book to expreſs my Deſign in 
the Title Page, and therefore inſerted theſe Words, Fur- 
ther argued from the Judgment and Practice of the Church 
of England; by which I intended to be underſtood, 
that the Validity of Diſſenting Miniſters Baptiſm was 
argu'd in both Tra&s, only from the Opinion of the 
Church. To make this clearer ſtill (if poſſible) I ex- 
preſly declar d my Deſign, p. 4. and fully explain d my 
ſelf, p. 13, 14, 15. in anſwer to an Objection rais d 
by my Clergy-Anſwerers. Laſtly, In the Poſtſcript, p. 
114. in Reply to Mr. Cantrell, 1 again ſhewed my 
Meaning upon this Head; ſo that if my Reader will 
pleaſe to peruſe theſe Places, without Prejudice, I crave 
no other Favour to clear me from Prevarication and A- 
norance: And as to our Author, I appeal to his own 
Conſcience, (as he does to my Followers, p. 4.) whether 
he did not underſtand me as I haye explain'd myſelf ; 

| | nay, 


- 


, 
— — 
— i — — — — — 
” 
- 


„ AP OENTVDELF 


nay,/ really he confeſles it in his very Vindication, p. 9. 
« What offers concerning the Opinion of the 
« Church of Exgland, is the only Thing he now pre- 
« tends to.” And what needed all this Pother about 
a pretended Inaccuracy, and a ſceming Incongruity, in 
the former Trac, when (if it were ſo) it is expreſly 
re&ified, and fully explain d in the latter. Nor does 
it in the leaſt touch the Merits of the Cauſe, (which 


our Author expects me to keep to, p. 24.) ſince the Ar- 


ent, as far as I undertook it, he ſays not one 
ittle to ; and it yet ſtands good, notwithſtanding all 


that my other Antagoniſts have ſaid againſt it. As to 


the Book our Author refers me to for Satisfaction, I 
confeſs (and I hope I may do it without great 1gnorauce) 
I have never ſeen it, nor do I think it worth while to 
purchaſe it upon his Recommendation. 

In the next Place I'm charg'd with a notoriom Fulſbood, 
P. 4. a heavy Charge indeed; and what is it? "Tis 
taken from p. 114, where I ſay, © That I offer d not 
« one Argument beſides ſhewing the Opinion of the 
« Church to be for the Validity of Lay-Baptiſm; and 
how does this appear to be falſe ? Becauſe, ſays our 
Author, © all I offer d from Ft 8. to p. 14, concerning 
« the Uncharitableneſs and Abſurdity of that Opinion 
« which confines Baptiſm to a Dioceſan Ordination, 


ce js of a quite different Nature from the Opinion of 


ce the Church.“ But this, I humbly conceive, can ne- 
ver make what I ſaid to be falſe, if by the Opinion of the 


Church be underſtood (which is but reaſonable) the 


Opinion of the Biſhops and Writers of the Church; 
for their Opinion alone, I offer d in their own Words, 
but not one Argument from any Diſſenter, which is 
ny expreſs Meaning, as may be ſeen, p. 13, 14. of 
my firſt Book. | F 3g 10 
Whoever conſiders that my avowed Intention was 
only to ſhew the Senſe of the Church of England, will 
be convinc'd that I had no further to do with Antiqui- 
ty, than to repreſent the Opinion of the learned Wri- 
ters of the Church on that Head. This I did in my 
| | r 


APPENDER 4 
firſt Piece, p. 4, 5. from ſeveral eminent Biſhops, and 
concluded, That the univerſal Church has allowed 
« the Validity of Baptiſms perform'd by Perſons not 
4 ordain'd by Dioceſan Biſhops, till within à very 
cc few Years. Now, this our Author calls a” Poſitive 
Aſſrtion, © which (De ſays) Tm obliged to prove true, 
& or honeſtly on it to be intirely falſe, p. 11.” That 
it was the Opinion of Biſhop Bilſon, Biſhop" Burnet, 
and of all the Biſhops in their Declaration, is evident 
to every Reader who will but conſult the Places re- 
ferr'd to, and that is all my Concern in it: I deliver'd 
it only as the Senſe of what they had ſaid; tho in my 
own Words indeed, yet as I conceive, exactly agree- 
able to theirs, who have aſſerted the Validity of Lay 
Baptiſm: The former makes it to be conſonant to all 
Antiquity, and the common Practice of the Church. The 
next learned Ptelate, and great Antiquary ſays, it ha- 
been the conſtant Senſe of the Church for above one Thon ſand 


four Hundred Years; and becauſe: the whole Paſſage is 


very remarkable to this Purpoſe; I will here inſert it: 
«The Faith of the Trinity gives every Man a Right 
ce tq Baptize, and this has been the conſtant Senſe of 
« the Church for above fourteen Hundred Years, 
ce which in a Ritual Matter, is certainly of great Au- 
c thority. They reckon d that Baptiſm is the Gift of 
« Chriſt to his Church, when given in the Name of 
ce the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, it's Chriſt's Bap- 
« tiſm, be they who give it Hereticks or Orthodox, 


« Clergy or Laiety, and in the latter Ages Men ot 


e Women.” In the /a Place, the Biſhops in Convo- 
cation aflembled, declare this © to be the” Judgment 
« and Practice of the Catholick Church of Chriſt.“ 
Now this faccording to our Author's own Rule Anſiw. 
p. 4057 hat a Man quotes with Approbation he makes 
bis own.) will prove it to be the Opinion of all the 
Chriſtians in England; for, ſays he, (Vind. p. 13.) 
ſpeaking of the Divine Right of Epiſcopacy, from the 
Vindication of the Principles of the Cyprianic Age, © It 
* was the Belief of all the Biſhops, and by good con- 

| | ſequence 
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Way of Arguing, I know not what is. 
of my worthy Friend,. the ingenious Author. To- 


19. and then let him take thoſe from Antiquity, if he 


« ſequence (all Things conſidered) of all the Chrifti- me 


s ans in Africa.” If the Conſequence holds good in 1 


one Caſe, why not in another? If my Author con- 41 
ceits his Skill in Antiquity to be greater than all their ter 
Lordſhips, I ſhall leave him to diſpute it with em, in || 
which he has a fair Opportunity of ſhewing his boaſt- || « 
ed Talent this way: But why it muſt be imputed-to- 
me as a Crime, to produce the greateſt Authorities in 
the Church of England, to ſhew the Senſe of the Uni- 
verſal Church till of late, I confeſs I ſee not. I can't. 
bat obſerve here, how ready our Author, and others 
of his innovating Humour, are to lay hold of every 
doubtful Expreſſion of any ancient Writer, in favour, 
of Dioceſan Epiſcopacy; and if any Council, tho of 
late Date, and but of a particular Country, has made 
any Decree that ſeems to look this way, O then pre- 
ſently the Cry is, that Antiquity is on our Side; and 
that this is the Senſe of the Univerſal Church: But tho 
many famous Divines of the Church of England have, 
in the cleareſt manner, expreſs d their Opinion of the 
Validity of Lay-Baptiſm; tho the learned Univer- 
ſity of Oxford, in their late Letter to the Presbyterian 
Divines of Geneva, have fully confirm'd this; and tho 
a Synod of Engliþ Biſhops have ſolemnly declared this. 
to be the Senſe of the Church of England; yet this our 
Author, and his Friends, will not allow to be an Ar- 
gument that the Validity . of Lay-Baptiſm is the Senſe 
of, the Church of England. If this be not an unfair 


The greateſt Part of the following Pages, are ſpent. 
in Reflections on the Vindication of Presbyterian Ordinati- 
on; Which, in my Opinion, is not worth the Notice 


what purpoſe ſhould he argue with a Man, who at 
once drops all the Arguments from Scripture, and takes 
not the leaſt notice of em; theſe he ſeems to give upito mM, 
pleaſes... But why does he pitch upon theſe Arguments 
rather than the former > Why perhaps, tho' he's bur 
15 moderately 


12 


are nothing elſe but 
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moderately skill d in the Fathers, yet better than in the 
Holy Scriptures: And then it amuſes his Reader, and 
takes him off from what is plain and obyious to Mat- 


ters of doubtful Diſputation. + OY. -/ 
© ?Tis pleaſant to hear our Author tell his Antagoniſt, 
« he expects him to keep to the Merits of the Cauſe,” 
p. 24 and yet he quits the Arguments of Divine Au- 


thority, where the Streſs of the Controverſy lies, and 
hides himſelf in a Wood of wncertain Traditions; 
whence tis natural to conclude, he judges that the 
Merits of the Dioceſan Epiſcopacy can't be argued 
from the Scriptures. "Tis a good Jeſt to hear him de- 
claiming againſt “ caſting Duſt in the Eyes of the leſs 
ce knowing Reader, and running the Hazard of loſing 
« Truth in a-miſt.of Words, p. 9. when he takes 
Men off from their Bibles to ancient Writers, for the 
e Frag Controverſy. Who can forbear. ſmiling 
to obſerve him defiring thoſe Arguments to be made 
aſe of againſt him, which are © free from the Perplexi- 
te ty of Quotations, and what every Reader is capable 
ce of judging of, p. 23, 24 ; when he at the ſame time 
makes uſe of no other Arguments than ſuch, which 
Quotations, and which are ſo far 
from being” ſuited to the Apprehenſion of the moſt ordiuar, 


Reader, (p-. 23) that even the moſt learned differ vaſt- | 


ly about em. Sy ene 
After all, I doubt not but my Friend is nat only 
capable of Replying to what this Author has objected 
from Antiquity, but eyen of proving that to reer 
our Side, whenever he'll pleaſe to undertake. it: But 
that is not my Province. In p. 26. our Author falls 
upon me again, and ſays, my Infinuation about his Fa- 
ther's Baptiſm is falſe ; for what reaſon I can't imagine, 
for I expreſly declare, Dedicat. p. 12. That I know wat 
how his Father was baptiz d; the Cory I reported from 


the Wurſbipful Alderman, Im able to produce my 
Voucher for; and whether it be both impertinent and 
filly, let the Reader judge; of this Nature I gan't but 
think he'll certainly take the Certificate to be, which 


he 


ow ww; 
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on on his Pretence to write again Popery, in his Preface, 
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he has in this Page produced, of Archbiſhop T. Jorſon s 
Baptiſm ; for in my firſt Book, I only repreſented it 
as a common Report, p. 10. that he was not Epiſcopally 


baptiz d: In my ſecond, I ſhew, that ir was a Notion 


which obtain'd amongſt the High Church Clergy, who 
firſt broached it, and from them I reported-it ; and if 
he'll excuſe me this Time, III take care how I report 
any thing from them for the future: However, I gave 
it up, and did not at all inſiſt upon it; and wherein 
does this leſſen the Credit of what I report, as he 
would inſinuate? And now, if it will be any Satisfa- 
ction to him, or the World, I do here declare my O- 
pinion, That that bright Ornament of the Church was E- 
piſcopally baptix d: And no Man, I'm perſuaded, has a 
greater Veneration for the Memory and Works of that 
worthy good Prelate, than myſelf. _ 7 

I have now gone through the moſt material Objecti- 
ons made againſt me in this Vindication, and can't but 
obferve, that molt of em are made againſt my firs? 
Book, which, tho they had been . to in my ſe- 
cond, yet he takes no manner of notice of the Anſuers 
that had been given, which he could not poſſibly be 
ignorant of (if he ever read the Book he pretends to 


remark on) and therefore in his own Words, p. 9. it 


muſt argue great Diſingenuity in concealing his Knowledge of 
it : And I may add, great Weakneſs and Impertinence 
to trouble the World with repeating what he knew had 
before. receiv'd an Anſwer, which muſt render this 
Vindication a moi? trifling, needleſs Performance. 


I think I have not been one Jot behind-hand with my 


Lay-Brother, in Mildneſs and Civility:: And to ſhew him 
that I have not taken all the Advantages that I might 
have done againſt him, I ſhall return his extraordina- 
ry Compliment exactly in the ſame. manner he has 
made it, and will call in as many Witneſſes as he has 
done, in Atteſtation of it; witneſs my making no Reflefti- 


and yet from his Nou juring Friend Lelley, (p. 16, 170 
extolling the French Popiſh Church, and ridiculing the 
e gies 2 | happy 


: . -APPENDLIX 11 
ic y Engliſh Revohition, and repreſenting King - 
ly liam, of Immortal Memory, our great Deliverer from 
»n || Popery, the Founder of our preſent happy Proteſtant 
no Settlement; and their High Mightineſſes, the great Sup- 
is | porters of the Proteſtant Canſe ; as ſworn (uno doubt 
ort £urely for the Intereſt of the Proteſtant ' Religion) to ſup- 
ve || Port the See of Rome; which King James (he ſays) 
ein would loſe three Kingdoms rather than ſwear to, for he was 
he but 4 French Papiſt, (a very innocent Creature) a great 
fas | nam of that Church (it ſeems) declare againſt as many Po- 
G. piſh Errors, as ſome Presbyterians do. Now, is not this 
E. Writing againſt Popery, to condemn the firmeſt Pro- 
\s a teſtants, and commend the moſt bigotred Papiſts; to 
hat repreſent the Engliſh Presbyterians as Papiſts, and the 
I French Papiſts as Proteſtants? Which I confeſs I think 
11 would be done by no Man but a Papis?, or at leas? 
but £92? Popiſbly inclin d, as our Author juſtly ſuſpects he 
2 ſhould be eſteem'd ; but then for his Excuſe, by a fly 
fe Inſinuation, he baſely intimates that Zj/hop Burnet wil 
Wers % looking towards Rome, as if he had ſaid the ſame 

be | Things. Witneſs my not mentioning the Contradiction 
do Ebetwixt a Paſſage in his Preface to another in his 
9. it Boot; in the former he ſays, © As for the baſe Method 
5 AL. of endeavouring to impoſe on your Underſtanding, 
8 by appealing to your Paſſions, tis what I have nei- 
ther Occaſion nor Inclination to practiſe.“ And 
yet, p. 18. we find him notoriouſly practiſing this baſe 


os ethod, in the moſt whining Cant imaginable ; firſt 
h my Endeavouring to render King Viliam odious (no doubt 
2 rich an Eye to His preſent Majeſty) under the Name 


df a foreign Proteſtant Prince, and then pleading in Fa- 
our of a Set of Men, who are the moſt inveterate 
emies of the Eſtabliſh'd Government of their Coun- 
ry, both in Church and State. Witneſs my not expofing 
Is Inconſiſtency, in laying the Streſs of his Cauſe on 
he New Teftament in his Preface, and yet reje&ing the 
ew Teſtament Proof in his Book, p. 19, 22. © being as 
liable to the Corruptions of the Church of Rome, as 
the ancient Writers.” J/itneſs my paſſing by his noto- 
(tos, 2 | riouſly 
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riouſly falſe Aſſertion, p. 16. © that the Reformed A+ 
* broad highly approve of Epiſcopacy, and excuſe 
ec their Want of it C Neceſlity.” Witneſs my not men- 
tioning the falſe Charge advanced againſt me, of un- 
s charitably damning all Papiſts at once, without ma- 
© king any Allowance for unavoidable Neceſſity; 
whereas tis plain to every one that can read, that I 
galy ſay, © The Word of God excludes Papiſts from 
ce the Kingdom of Heaven, for their groſs Errors and 
« Idolatries, p. 88. Whereas our Author does, in Con- 
| {ſequence of his Opinions, not only damn all his Re- 
lations who have not been Epiſcopally baptiz d, (as I 
harged him before) but all ee the whole 
Word, who are in that unhappy Circumſtance, with- 
out any Regard to an Orthodox Faith, an unfeigned 
Repentance, a regular , Converſation, and (what this 
Gentleman and thoſe of his Principle very much want) 
Univerſal Chriſtian Charity; unleſs they'll ſubmit to 
be Rebaptized, © without which, there is no manner 
of Hopes of their Salvation, Auſw. p. 15. 26. Witneſs 
T. not regarding his ſo grolly falling into the ſame 

rimes, 


« ments, without any Acknowledgment to the 

* thors he ſtole from, or Notice of the Anſwers they 
* have met with.” Vitneſt my not infiſting on that de- 
teſtable falſe Propoſition, p. 23. which he borrowed 
from the Non: juror Mr. Dodwell, (whom Biſhop Burnet 
ſtiles the Corrupter of our Faith and Church) without the 
leaſt Notice from whence he borrowed it ; © That we 
« have the ſame (if not better) Evidence of Epiſcopa- 
« cy 's being the Government of the Church, ever ſince 
ce the Apoſtle's Days, that we have Yor the Canon of 
© the. Scripture.” Mr. Toland, in his Amyntor, im- 
ptoyes this from Mr. Dodell, to the great Diſadvan- 
tage of the Chriſtian Revelation; and I can't imagine 
what he, or any Free-Thinker in the World, could ſay 
worſe: What a Handle is here given to the Deifts ? 
Hoy is the very Foundation of the Chriſtian 1 * 
5 AEST | erehy 
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which he would inſinuate others to be guilty * 
of, p. 24. © not mentioning whence he ſtole his * | 


hereby ſapped, by one who is a Candidate for the Chris 


Scriptures ſet upon a Level with, nay, made inferior to 
ancient Writer? 171867185 7 8182 
I hope, before our Author takes Orders, he'll be 
well ſatisfy d in his own Mind of the Divine Authori- 
ty F the Scriptures; and if he ſnhou' d publickly revoke 
this his wicked Error, it might be a much better Qua- 
liſcation for: himſelf, and much more ſerviceable to the 
Church, than endeavouring fully io prove it, which Fm 
certain he can never do; for, on the one Hand, we can 
demonſtrate the Divine Authority of the Scripture- 
Canon; and, on the other Hand, it has been demon- 
ed from the beſt Antiquity, that Dioceſan Epiſ- 
copacy is of Human Inſtitution: This has been done 
in the Enquiry into the Conſtitution of the Primitive Church, 
ſaid to be wrote by Sir Peter King, now Lord Chief 
Juſtice of the Common-Pleas, 8* 1712. And in the 
Clear Account of the ancient Epiſcopacy, 8 London, 1712. 
both which I referr d my Anſwerers to, but not one 
of em have thought fit to take notice of the Argu- 
ments in either of them. In theſe learned Treatiſes 1t's 
prov'd, to the Conviction of every judicious, impar- 
tial Reader, that the Government of the Church, for 
about Three Hundred Years after Chriſt, was not by 
Biſhops of a diſtin& and ſuperior Order from Presby- 
ters; and having large Dioceſes,: containing many par- 
ticular and diſtin Congregations under their Care, 
as our Englib Epiſcopacy is now modell'd, which he 
muſt mean, or elſe tis a meer Quibble with the Word 
Epiſcopacy, to delude the unwary er: Tis evident 
that the ancient Epiſcopacy was only Parochial; | (which: 


only one Con tion under his Ch tho'. many 
of he — be diſpers d — ſcatrer d at 
ſeveral Miles diſtance (as ſome of our 1 Pariſhes 
are;) ſo that. © the re Bop wn viſit far - diſtant 
«© Towns in order to and yet this is ſo 


that 


ſtian Prieſt bod ? How is the Authority of the holß 


confutes our Author's Aſſertion, p. 12.) a Biſhop had 


far from being a full Proof, (as he vainly boaſts, p. a3.) 


4 — — 
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tbat Epiſcopacy was not Parochial, that it is no manner . 
of Pre at all. I always thought it was the Princi- 0 


ple of Proteſtants, in which all wiſe and learned Men | ©! 
agreed, thar the Scriptures are of Divine Authority, " 
and the on) Rule of our Faith and Practice; but this 0 
Gentleman, by a very bold Aſſertion, has not only I 


made their Authority precarious - and uncertain, but 
has alſo ſet up ſome other Writings (I know not what) 1 
to be a Rule which we muſt Jadge by equally with || © 
the Scriptares, if not better; and yet about the Cer- | 
tainty, Genuineneſs and Uncorruptneſs of theſe (which 
by all are confeſs d to be but Human Authorities? 
there have been great Diſputes amongſt the beſt, wi- R 
ſeſt and learnedeſt Men in all Ages: So that in my * 
Opinion, what our Author has here laid down, is in * 
ces to ſay, That the Scriptures are falſe, (or at leaſt 
we can't be ſure they are true) ſince we can't be cer- 
tain that the Writings, of which he ſpeaks, are not h 
ſpurious. However, it will be impoſſible to prove the | ©: 
Divine Right of Epiſcopacy, till we have firſt prov'd ſte 
the Canon of the Scriptures, from whence alone that |} © 
Divine Right can be argued; and how then is it po- „ 
fible to have © better Evidence of Epiſcopacy's being Ne 
the Government of the Church, ever ſince the Apo- f 1 
« ſtles Days, than we have flo the Canon of the Us 


“ Scripture, * which muſt firſt be prov'd to be of Di- b M 
vine Original, before that can be prov'd from them to = 


be of Divine Inſtitution ? J/itneſs my not aggrava- 12 
ting the Odium he has caſt upon His moſt ſacred Ma- 4 
jeſty King George, our only rightful and lawful King, A 
ind; the Illuſtrious Houſe of Hanover, by artfully call- 1181 
ing their Chriſtianity, and (let me add) Title in Que- e 
ſtion, p. 25. which though he wou'd pretend, by his 1 


ſophiſtical way of Arguing, to fix upon me, yet recoils 7 r 
full upon himſelf; for whoever conſiders that this is |} ., © 
brought in here without any occaſion at all given, nor | © ; 


in the leaſt belonging to the Argument, and after I F. 
had fully clear'd myſelf from this groundleſs Calum- | ., P 
ny, muſt conclude that it cou'd be brought in and re- - 

| | peated ” 


APPENDIX. 15 


peated for no other than the ſake of a Reflection 
(which deſerves: a worſe Name than I will give it) 
upon our Sovereign and the Royal Family. My Prin- 
ciples about their Chriſtianity, and Right of Succefli- 
on to the Imperial Crown of theſe Realms, may be 
ſeen in my ſecond Book (p. 81, 83.) and in the tuo Ser- 
mons ] have printed on His Majeſty's Acceſſion and*Corona- 
tion, to which J refer the Reader for Satisfaction; and 
that it may be put to the Teſt, who caſts the Odium 
here mention d, I'll put it upon this Iſſue, to give 2 

lain, direct, categorical Anſwer to theſe. two Que» 

ions. ; 3 d 1:41 . Vi .07 3; 
I Oueſt. Whether our Sovereign _ George, and: the 
Royal Family, are enter'd into the Chriſtian Church 
by a valid Baptiſm ? For my part, I declare, I believe 
it; and I have reaſon to ask 1t our Author, becauſe it 
is evident from his Anſwer, (p. 22, 23.) that he allows 
no Man to be a Chriſtian, but who is baptiz d; and 
that no Man is validly baptiz'd, but who has receiv'd 
it from the Hands of an Epiſcopaly ordain'd Mini- 
ſter, who can ſhew- & that the Power of Ordaining, 
« Baptizing, @c. have been convey'd down from the 
« Apoſtles to them, by an uninterrupted Succeſſion.” 
Now all th orld knows that the Proteſtant” Mini- 
ſters of Germany pretend to no ſuch Ordinations at all, 
but think and o do I too) that what they have re- 
ceiv d from Luther, Calvin, Zuinglius, and the firſt Refor- 
mers, are both valid and regular. Dr. Brett (to whom 
I am perſwaded our Author will adhere) in his Review 
of the Lutheran Principles, p. 17. (a Book of a very ma- 
lignant Tendency) tells the World, That the Luthe- 
« rant have no Biſhops ; that their Superintendants, if 
c it cou'd be granted they have any Orders at all, are 


c meer Presbyters, who have, it may be, a Jurifdi&i- 


« on like that of our Arch-Deacons, who nevertheleſs 


cc are no more Biſhops than Pariſh-Prieſts are; and 
«. notwithſtanding their Superintendency, they don't 


e pretend to be any thing more than Presbyters, and 
« as ſuch claim the Power both of Order and Jurif- 
L : | | = diction, 
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cc diction, and conſequently are as meer Presbyterians 
“ as; the Caluimſts themſelves: ” So that according 
to this Author, there's no 8 (and 3 
ly) no Chriſtian Churches or Societies amongſt the 


Lutherans, in which Religion (he ſays, p. 1.) both his Ma- 


jeſty and the Prince have been educated. 

hy Whether His Majeſty King George, and 
His Royal Poſterity, have an inconteſtable Right to 
the Crown of theſe Realms by the ſeveral Acts of Set- 
tlement? This alſo I have already, and do now a- 
gain declare my Belief of; and I have reaſon to put 


it to my Anſwerer, becauſe I find him aſſerting (Vnd. 
p. 25. © I am ſure he cannot joyn in Communion, 


«with, or be a Member of the Church of England, 
«(which the Act of Settlement requires of whoſoever 
ce ſhall hereafter come to the Crown) who is not in- 
te nitiated in the Chriſtian Church oy Baptiſm, i. e. 
Epiſcopal Baptiſm, for he allows of no other. Let 
him return what Anſwer he pleaſes to theſe Queſtions, 
it muſt neceſſarily involve him in a great Abſurdity. 
If he anſwers in the Negative, the moſt partial muſt 
lay the Charge of caſting an Odizm upon His Ma- 


jeſty, and openly (not covertly) defeating the Act of 


Settlement, upon him, for denying his Chriſtianity and 
Title, and not upon me, who readily acknowledge 
both: If he Anſwer in the Affirmative, he ſays but the 
ſame Things with me; tis true he clears himſelf from 
an Imputation of Reflecting on His Majeſty (which 1 
wiſh he may be able to do;) but then by his Anſwer 
to the firſt Queſtion, he muſt neceſſarily allow the Va- 
lidity of Baptiſm adminiſter d by Diſſenting Miniſters, 


and ſo at once confirms my Books and confutes his 


own; and by his affirming the ſecond Queſtion, he 
muſt entirely quit the Notion of a Divine, Unaliena- 
ble, Hereditary Right, which thoſe of this Gentleman's 
Party have ſo hotly contended: for: I fancy therefore 
hell think it moſt prudent to be ſilent, and make no 
Reply at all, that ſo he may avoid being puſh'd by 
this dangerous Dilemma. | Fo 15 

e e 
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— The Charge againſt me (in the above- mention d 
—— Paragraph) that I prov'd the Pretender a Proteſtant, is as 
the ſenſeleſs a Suggeſtion as the former: It's true, that he 
Mas. | before charg d me with doing it; and that I did 
not pretend (as he ſays) to diſprove or deny it; but then 
nd ir don't follow, © that we may take it for granted, as 
5 to be infers; for I did not think it worth my while to 
get o about to confute what I had never given the leaſt 
Countenance to. I never mentioned the Pretender but 
once, viz. firſt Book, p. 13. (which he muſt refer to) 
127 and then tis only a Quotation from The Diſſuaſive from 
. "il Facobitiſm, (Part 2. p. 35, 36.) but had not the leaſt 
land tendency to prove him a Proteſtant, nor cou'd with any 
fairneſs be poſſibly conſtrued this way; the Deſign was 
ever no more than to aſſign a probable Reaſon why this No- 
t in tion of invalidating all but Epiſcopal Baptiſm was 
Lot broached, and one offer'd was, © To commend and 
Let © extol the Galican Church, in which the Pretender is 
ef ce educated ; and is this to ſay, The Pretender ts a Pro- 
9 teſtant? Is this to grant it becauſe 1 don't deny it? For 
M my part I never had the leaſt ſuſpition of any ſuch 
A Te Thing; but to give all poſſible Proof that I don't grant 
"ang his, I do here declare that I believe him to be a 
and Papii?, and a bigotted Papif? too, notwithſtanding all the 
edge Attempts of his admir'd Mr. Leſley, in his late Dia- 
at the logue and Journeys to Convert him Im further of Opi- 
from nion that he is an In oſtor, and has no more Title to 
nich TY the Crown of theſe ingdoms than a Hottentot in the 
awer Cape of Good Hope. ah : 
e Va- Our Author may ſee how well his Profeſſion of Ci- 
iſters, vility looks when it comes to be return d upon him- 
as his ſelf; for which Reaſon alone I have now made uſe of 
n, he it, that he may ſee his Face in his own Glaſs. © Theſe 
liena- « and many more ſuch; Things I have paſſed by (as he 
mans ſays, p. 25.) without thoſe Reflections, which wou d 
refore 4. naturally ariſe from em. And thus I have done 
ke no with Mr. George Osborn, who is own d to be my Lay- 
d by Anſwerer. J. | 
The a 
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As to the Curate's Defence of his Letter, it has been 
already remark'd upon in a Poſtſcript to the Vindication 
of Presbyterian Ordination, which is the Reaſon why I 
conſider it laſt, tho it was publiſhed before the Lay- 


man's Vindication. With my learned Friend's leave, 


Tu make this Po ſcript a part of my Appendix, which, 
with a marginal Note or two, will be all that I think 
is needful to be ſaid to what he has offer d. | 
Mr. Shaw is ſo far from replying to Mr. Harris's D 
Fence of his Letter, that he looks upon himſelf oblig'd 
to the contrary, by the notice he gave at the end of 


his Book, that a ſcurrilous or impertinent Anſwer to it 


(as this evidently is) ſhould have no Conſideration 
from him. e 

Nor do I ſee but that the Arguments he has offer d 
ſtand unanſwer d, for all that this A. B. (as he ſtiles 
himſelf) has advanc'd againſt em: And as to the Miſ- 
repreſentations and Slanders, Malice and Uncharita- 
bleneſs, Falſhoods and Evil-ſpeakings which run quite 
through his Pamphlet; they ſerve only to wy 1 

i bo F | orl 


Py 
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. To make full Proof of this, would be to tranſcribe the whole 


Book, which conſiſts of little elſe ; but a few Inſtances (chiefly in 
my own Vindication) ſhall be offered ont of many : What wilful Fal- 
ſhood is he guilty of, p. 9. where he ſays, „the Church always 
« excluded the pretended Miniſters of the Unepiſeepel'y Reformed 
« Abroad; and of the Presbyteriens at Home, from officiating 
„ in her Communion, upon account of their having no other 
4 Orders, but the mock ones of mere Presbyters ; nor does ſhe 
« ever ſuffer them to act as Miniſters, till they have been fir/# 
© ordain'd by a Biſhop.” With what Aſſurance could he poſiti- 
vely aſſert this, without ſo much as pernding, to diſproye what 
I had ſaid, p. 37, 38, 41. of the three Scorch Miniſters being con- 


fecrated Biſhops, who before had only Presbyterian Ordination? 


And it ar 5 no leſs Ignorance to be ſo far unacquainted with 
the Engliſh Church Hiſtory, as not to know that ſeveral Mini- 
ſters before 16 who had no other than Presbyterian Ordina- 
tion, were beneficed and allowed to officiate in the Church with - 
out Reordination. If he'll look into Dr. Calamy's Abridgment 


' of Mr. Baxter's Life, Vol. II. p. 552, 553. he may find Inſtan- 
cos in the Reigns o Edward VI. Queen Elizabeth, King James I. 


275 and 
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World what the Man is from his own Mouth, Foy 
out of the abundance of the Heart the Mouth | ſpeaketh. 
Mr. Shaw thinks not theſe worthy his N 
e e ee Ct acts £31 121 eee 


and by an Act 12 Charles II. all ordained by Presbyters from 
the Year 42 t0.62, were confirmed in their Places. 

Mr. H. pretends, p. 13. to produce 4 flaming Inflance of this 
Teacher's Baſeneſs and Diſingenuity, in that he not only per- 
werts and _miſrepreſents the Senſe 2 the Church, but puts Words | 
into ber Mouth; to prove this, he brings me in ſaying, That the 
Rubrick expreſſes in 7 many Words, that Water and the Form 
in the Name of the Father, &. are the '0nly Efſentials of Bap- 
tiſin, all nubicb is utterly falſe, p. 14. Now Im ſure tis utter- 
ly Felſe, that I ever ſay ſa; and is not this then 4 flaming In- 
— of the Curate's Confidence and 3 Let the Rea - 
der look: into my Second Book, p. 48. (to which he referrs) and 
he'll find what I ſay the Rubrick expreſſes in ſo muny Words, 
is, That 'when the Matter and Form are uſed. to any; they are 
not to be baptized again; which is vaſtly, different from what 
he repreſents : Nor do I think I falſify the Rabrick,. as he pre- 
tends, p. 14, 18. by foiſting in theſe Words of my nu [the on- 
ly]. I have uſed thoſe Words indeed in my Explication of the 
Seuſe of the Rubrick, but not as part of the Rubrick:; that I have 


fairly tranſcribed with the Quotation Marks before it, and have 


not added the leaſt Syllable to it, as he (to uſe his on Words) 
moſt wickedly aſſerts, which every one may ſee who compares 
em together: So that here he is guilty of a down-right Falſhood, 
when he would charge one upon me. In p. 15. he finds fault with 
me for rendering Baptiſmum eſſe pronuncians, We pronounce it to 
be Baptiſm; Is not this ſhameful Ignorance, (which he won'd faſten: 
upon me) that he knows no difference betwixt a true Tranſlation: 
and a Grammatical Conſtrucqtion? The former I affitm it to be, but 
the latter I neyer pretended it to be. | 14 2 r 

The Hear-ſay Story Mr. H. tells of me p. 28. is-partly falſe, and 
wholly impertinent. Tis true indeed that laſt Winter, I and ſeve- 
ral Friends with me, ſpoke to an Eccho, and mention d Mariborough, 
as we did ſeveral other Words and Sentences, to try how much it 
wou'd repeat: But then tis to a high degree impertinent to trouble 
the World with this innocent Curioſity: And 'tis abſolutely falſe, to 
ſay it was, when the News came to this Town of ber Majeſty's being 
dead, forit was near a Month before ſhe was ill, as can be f 
by ſeveral Perſons of undoubted Credit. I wou'd adviſe this Slan- 
derer either to leave off that Trade, or at leaſt t lay hisStory'sa little 
nearer together, if he expects to be credited. 9 

Tis no great wonder indeed that he ſhould Calumniate me, 


when he has miſrepreſented an Ingenious Reverend Gentleman — 2 
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therefore may well take his leave of this foul-mouth'd if 
t Curate. If any Anſwer be thought neceſſary to what 
he has:ſaid; the Clergy of the Church of England are 
more concern'd in it, and to them Mr. Shaw will leave 
it; let them, if they ſee good, chaſtiſe him for his 
groſly miſrepreſenting the Church, when he pretends 
to defend it, and ſcandalouſly treating the whole 


Or- 


af 


his on Order, the worthy Incumbent of 4 Place but four Miles 
| bence, as telling bim, That he believ'd there were very few at 
«Oxford who will own the Validity of Lay or Diſſenters Bap- 
„ tiſm;” which, I am aſſur'd, he denies ever to have ſaid to him, 
and complains of the Injury that is done him. { 
Page 31. Mr. H. charges me with affirming, ce that the Chil- 
« dren. of Chriſtian Parents are ſo perfectly in Covenant before 
% Baptiſm, that they ſhall not be damned, they ſhall certainly be 
« ſaved without it: What a Front muſt this Curate have, who in 
a few Lines not only makes me ſay what I never did, but alſo af- 
' firms what I expreſſy deny'd? Every Body may ſee in my Second 
Book, p. 137. that I ſay, The Child of a Chriſtian Parent, before 
Baprifon, is not @ compleat Chriſtian, not ſo perfect a Chriſtian 
till it bas receiv'd the Chriſtian Badge by Baptiſm ; nor do I ſay, 
that ſuch. a Child ſhall certainly be ſaved, if it die before Bap- 
tiſm, as he ſeveral Times moſt falſly aſſerts, p. 30, 31, 33. All I 
ſay is, It is not therefore damned, as the Papiſts belle pretend, 
&c. Book I. p. 22. And will Mr. H. ſay it is? I believe he will 
not; and yet I'm ſure he won't ſay it is certainly ſav'd : How 
then can he ſay as he does, p. 33. That not being damn d, or be- 
ing certainly ſav'd, is the ſame ? Is there no difference betwixt 
theſe ? This he himſelf plainly grants, p. 30. and will he not allow 
me the ſame Liberty? Men 8 | | 
The profane Ridiculing of Godlineſs, and making a Jeſt of Se- 
riouſnelk, which this Curate has done in ſeveral Places of his 
Pamphlet, is an unpardonable Fault in a Clergy man. 


+ Which Name every Reader will think he has deſerved, when 
he ſees what Language he gives me; in p. 23. he ſays, II not 
deny bim bis Cboice for once, whether be'll be a Fool or a Knave, 
but be is one of em; p. 28. he calls me, This Mover of Sedition, 
P. 41. This peſtilent Fellow ; forgetting I ſuppoſe ro whom this 
Title was given. And, p. 36. This Accuſer of the Brethren, that 
is in other Words, à Devil. I hope I have learnt from the Pre- 
cept of the Apoſtle, 1 Pet, 3. 9. Not to render Railing for Rail- 
ing; and from the Example of our bleſſed Saviour, being reviled, 
not to revile again, 1 Pet. 2. 23. = = 
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Order, who fall not in with him in his Funatick 


el 


If all Sie ges Fe Ordinations and Baptiſms are 
abſolutely null and void, in the Senſe of the Church; 
then it follows, that in her Judgment there are no 
Miniſters nor Chriſtians, amongſt Proteſtants, in any 
Part of the World, (except in the Britih, Dominions) 
becauſe they have rio Dioceſan Biſhops; which as it 
refſects upon the King (whom Go p long preſerve to 
Reign over us) as in no better Condition than a Pa- 
gan, (which is but an odd Compliment on his Acceſ- 
ſion to the Throne) ſo it is a heavier Charge of Un- 
charitableneſs and Schiſm upon the Church of England, 
than was ever caſt upon her by the wildeſt Enthaa; 
and yet is the unavoidable Conſequence of this Do- 
ctrine, which is ſo boldly aſſerted by him who wou'd 
be thought one of the mos? dutiful, and tonceits himſelf 
one of the wiſelt of her Sons. 224-9 | | 
The learned Arguments of ſome of the preateſt 
Doctors of the Church, both Ancient and Modern, 
ſtand for Cyphers with this Novice. : 
The late ſolemn Declaration of all the Biſhops of 


no Force with this penetrating Curate; they dont, ac- 
cording to him, ſo much as underſtand the Senſe of 
he Articles, Canons and Rubricks of the Church, 

hereof they are the 'only Paſtors, in the Fundamen- 


tal Point of Chriſtianity. 


All the Clergy in England, who bury Diſſenters or 
heir Children, are repreſented as tranſgreſſing the Ru- 
brick; as guilty of an Abſurdity and great Deformity ; as 
acting contrary to the Authority and Determination of. the 
hurch, and therefore not to be imitated ; nay, (as if this 

as not Load enough) as guilty of the horrid Crime 
df Perjury. © No Clergy-man (ſays he, p. 22, 23.) 
can bury an Adult Diſſenting Separatiſt, or a Perſon 


who has not been __— by our Church, without 


* violating his Oath of Canonical Obedience. 


What 


2 APPENDIX. 
What the Reverend Mr. Sturgeſ, and his Brother 
Cantrell will ſay to him for this free Cenſure I know 
not; but eyery Body knows, that within a few Days 
aſter the publiſhing of his Book, the one bury d a Child 
not Epiſcopaly baptix d, and the other an old Diſſenter, ſo 
that both of em ſtand condem d of very high Crimes 
by this Innovaror. o. | 
- But then he is remarkably civil to his Brethren, in 
taking the ſame Guilt upon himſelf; he thanks GOD 
indeed (very profanely, I think) that this is not bis 
Praltice, and ſays, © He that denies to do it, undoubt- 
* edly diſcharges his Duty, and has the Law on his = 
& fide, p. 22. and yet p. 26. he offer'd to bury Samuel 
Pegg's Child on certain arbitrary Conditions; ſo that 
he was ready to do that which he had thaxk'd Gop 
wan not his Practice; that which was contrary to his Duty 
and the Law; and which, he faid, © No Clergy-man 
cc cou'd do without violating his Oath,” and therefore 
was intentionally guilty of this r Wickedneſs. 
Is not this a rare Advocate for rhe Church, to put 
ſuch a Senſe upon it, as unchriſtians the Head of it; 
contradicts all its Biſhops,. paganizes ſome of its Fa - 
thers, perjures all its Sons, who either bury Diſſen- 
ters, or admit em to the Euchariſt, p. 22, 29. (who 
| ps are at leaſt five Hundred to one) anddivides 
it from all other Proteſtant Churches in the World? 
If neither the Fathers of the Church, nor his Bre 
thren ſhou'd think fit to call him to account for theſe 
intolerable Abuſes, and odious Reflections caſt upo 
them and the Church, it muſt be either becauſe thei 
Clemency is far above his Deſert, or that he is far be-. 
low their Notice. 0 3-0 
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Days 

Child | | 

nom Ra 5 
eme ) the fame Author, ©. 


I. 1 * Crown ſhall flouriſh on the King; but his 

Enemies ſhall be cloathed with Shame. A Ser- 
mon preach'd on the Coronation-Day of His moſt 
excellent Majeſty King GEORGE; Wedzeſday, Oct. 20. 
1714. 8v0. Price 3 d. 8 ok 


2. The Validity of Baptiſm adminiſtred by Diſſeming Mi- 
uiſters; and the Unreaſonableneſs of We 2 to Chit- 
dren ſo baptized. Both argued from the Judgment and 
practice of the Church of England; and now publiſh'd 
for the Conviction of unprejudic'd Church-men, and 
. the Satisfaction of Proteſtant Diſſenters. The Second 
bs dition, corrected and: enlarg d. To which is added, 
. Vindication of it, in a Reply to the pretended An- 
(who TWers of a La- Man, and Mr. Cantrell, Vicar of St. All- 
1;videsll und's, With ſome Remarks on a Letter to him by 
* Mr. Harris, Miniſter of St. Peters, 8 vo. Pr. 1 f. 6 d. 


* Bre: 3- The Judgment of the Church of England in the Point 


b _ Ordination. Argued from her Offices and Practice. By 
ſe thei hich it plainly appears, That be alows à Divine in- 


Wrrent Right in the Presbyters Office to Ordain. In 
a Letter to a Friend, 80. Price 3 d. | 


714. | All Three printed for Jo n Cian. . 
1 BOOKS 


T 4 


BOOKS Primed fo, and Sil y Jon 
CLARK, at the Bible ' and Crown in 


Chi: near the Poultrey. 


Review: of the Caſe of Liturgies, = their Im- 
poſition. By Bexj. Robinſon, 8 vo. 

"2: Uſeful 'Miniſtry à Valid one. Being a Sermon 
ae at Exon, May 5. 1714. at a Meeting of the 

nited Miniſters o Devon and Cormwal. By James 
Pierce.” The Fourth Edition, 8v0. Price 6d. 

A Caveat againſt the new Sect of Anabopeiſts, late- 
ly ſprung up at Exon ; ſhewing the Novelty and Schiſm, 
the Abſurdity and dangerous Tendency of the Princi- 
ples and Practices of thoſe Clergymen, who were con- 
cern'd in the Rebaptization of Mr. Benjamin Read, late- 

ly a Diſſenter, but now conformable to the Church of 
A In a Letter to a Friend. T he 7. bird Editi- 
Price 4d. 

An Ordination Sermon, preach d at Chicheſter, 1 
12707. Wherein the Notion, of Ordination is Patel 
Popular Pretences are briefly refuted; and the'Powe 
of Presbyters to ordain, is modeſtly vindicated. B 
Simon Brown, Miniſter in Portſmouth, 8 vo. Price 6d. 

P An Anſwer to Dr. Wellis Letter to a Diſſenting Pari 

ioner : Wherein the Principles of the Diſſenters, com 

monly call d Presbyteriaus, are ſtated and vindicated 
By mas Barker, 8 v Price 64. 

A Plea for the Nonconformiſts; ſhewink the true 
State of their Caſe, Ge By Thomas de Laune, 8 vo. Pr. 15. 

A Familiar Enquiry concerning THE FIXE 

RULE OF GOD'S: WORSHIP, and Men's depart 

ing from it. The Third Edition, 12mo. Price 44. ot 

35. 64d. a Dozen. | 
The Miſchief of Impoſitions. By Mr. Alſop, 4zo. 
De Ordinatione Diſſertatio Hiſtorica, 8 vo. Price 6d. 
De Baptiſmate Talg Tar Nexewy Diſſertatio. Price 3 d. 
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